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Abstract

Deliberative democracy is an important theory in modern political science. This
theory calls for a new form of democracy in which public deliberation is central to
decision making. It adopts elements of both representative democracy and direct
democracy, but differs from traditional democratic theory in that deliberation, not
voting, is the prumary source of a decision or law’s legitimacy. This theory provides
a new perspective to develop democracy, as well as a new way to solve the domestic
issues for China. However, how to apply this theory to real political world
successfully? What factors lead to its successful application? These questions worth
in-depth discussion. This dissertation focuses on the different results of applying this
theory in different countries, and attempts to find out the factors of its successful
application.

There are six chapters in this dissertation: Fisrt chapter is introduction, targeting
at explaining the background of research question and the aim of this essay. Second
chapter is to review the sources of legitimacy of deliberative democracy. Third and
fourth chapters are case studies of applications of “Danish Model” in France and
Norway respectively. Fifth chapter is comparative analysis of above two cases. The
last chapter is conclusion, pointing out the influence of political culture on
deliberative democracy and issues worthing dedicated attention while applying this

theory.

Keywords: deliberative democracy, legitimacy of deliberative democracy,

Danish Model, political culture
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